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Introduction
Cisplatin is among the most effective and widely used antican-
cer drugs, used to treat a variety of solid tumors, including tes-
ticular, ovarian, bladder, cervical, head and neck, and numerous 
other malignancies. Due in part to the efficacy of cisplatin (1), 
there are currently an estimated 16.9 million cancer survivors in 
the United States (2). Consequently, there is intense clinical and 
research interest in issues of survivorship and quality of life for 

these survivors. Many individuals treated with cisplatin experi-
ence significant toxicities, including nephrotoxicity, neurotoxici-
ty, myelosuppression, and ototoxicity. Over 50% of patients who 
undergo cisplatin therapy acquire a sensorineural hearing loss 
(3–7), which compromises daily communication with friends, 
family, and health care providers and can lead to loneliness, 
social isolation, and frustration (8). Cisplatin-induced hearing 
loss is permanent, and there are currently no FDA-approved 
therapies to reduce or prevent cisplatin ototoxicity.

Here we explore the potential for concomitant statin drug use 
during chemotherapy to reduce or prevent cisplatin-induced hearing 
loss in patients undergoing cisplatin therapy to treat head and neck 
cancer. Statins are hydroxymethylglutaryl-CoA (HMG-CoA) reduc-
tase inhibitors, a class of drugs used primarily to reduce hyperlipid-
emia in individuals at risk for cardiovascular disease. In addition to 
their effects on HMG-CoA reductase, statins have a variety of effects, 
including improved endothelial function and microcirculation (9), 
decreased inflammation (10–12), and reduced oxidative stress (13, 
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Results
Characteristics of the data set. Retrospective and prospective data 
were combined for a total of 277 subjects (Figure 1). All subjects 
met study eligibility criteria; they were adults newly diagnosed 
with head and neck squamous cell carcinomas (HNSCCs) and 
treated with cisplatin-based CRT. The characteristics of the 277 
subjects are shown in Table 1. Individuals with middle ear tumors 
were excluded at screening (n = 2) because of active middle ear 
disease confirmed by bone conduction audiometry. Of the eligi-
ble 277 subjects, 6 had a unilateral hearing loss at baseline that 
met exclusion criteria for that ear (≥95 dB HL average threshold 
at 1, 2, and 4 kHz or an indication of active middle ear disease). 
These 6 subjects with unilateral profound hearing loss were 
retained in the study; however, only the better ear was included 
in analyses. In total, 546 ears from 277 subjects were included in 
the analyses. Ears were treated independently in the data analysis 
because of ear-specific differences in baseline hearing sensitivi-
ty and differences in radiation doses to the cochlea. The use of 2 
ears in the data set was controlled for statistically in a mixed-ef-
fect model analysis as a random effect.

Statin use among study subjects. Subjects were assigned to groups 
based on whether they were (or were not) taking a statin medica-
tion at the onset of cisplatin therapy. Details pertaining to the dura-
tion of statin use prior to baseline data collection and the primary 
indication necessitating statin use were not obtained. Of the study 
subjects, 59.2% (27 female, 137 male) were nonstatin users and 
40.8% (16 female, 97 male) were statin users. Within the statin 
user group, 6 different statins were represented (Table 2). Of the 
113 statin users, atorvastatin (dose range 10–80 mg) was used by 
44.2% of subjects (n = 50 subjects, 97 ears), simvastatin (dose range 
5–40 mg) by 31.9% (36 subjects, 72 ears), pravastatin (dose range 
10–80 mg) by 10.6% (12 subjects, 24 ears), rosuvastatin (dose range 
10–40 mg) by 9.7% (11 subjects, 22 ears), pitavastatin (2 mg dose 

14). Statins have been associated with decreased risk of stroke (15, 
16) and CNS disorders (17–19). Overall, statins have good safety pro-
files in humans; however, important side effects of statin use include 
myopathy, liver dysfunction, and rare cases of rhabdomyolysis (20).

Previous studies in animal models have demonstrated a pro-
tective effect of statin administration against hearing loss caused 
by noise trauma (21–24), age-related hearing loss (presbycusis) 
(25), and aminoglycoside antibiotic–induced hearing loss (26). 
In humans, statin use is associated with improved hearing func-
tion in older adults (27, 28), improved auditory sensitivity in sub-
jects with noise-induced hearing loss (29), and reduced tinnitus 
(29, 30). More recently, our lab has shown that lovastatin reduc-
es cisplatin-induced hearing loss in mice (31). Mice that received 
lovastatin during cyclic administration of cisplatin demonstrated 
reduced hearing loss as measured by auditory brainstem response 
testing (32). A recent review summarizes the role of statins as 
otoprotective agents in animal and human studies (33). Taken 
together, these data suggest that statin use may be associated with 
a reduced amount of hearing loss caused by a variety of stressors 
to the inner ear that can otherwise result in permanent damage.

Given the unmet clinical need for therapies to reduce cispla-
tin-induced hearing loss, we examined the relationship between 
statin use and cisplatin-induced hearing loss in patients undergo-
ing cisplatin-based chemoradiation therapy (CRT) to treat head 
and neck cancer. Hearing test data obtained before and after cis-
platin therapy from 277 subjects were examined using a combined 
retrospective and prospective observational study design. Using 2 
established ototoxicity scales, the National Cancer Institute (NCI) 
Common Terminology Criteria for Adverse Events (CTCAE) (34) 
and TUNE (35), we compared the incidence and severity of cis-
platin-induced hearing loss between patients taking a statin com-
pared with those not taking a statin to determine the relationship 
between statin use and cisplatin-induced hearing loss.

Figure 1. Flow diagram of study design 
and participants. Retrospective and 
prospective data were combined for 
analyses. Two institutions, Walter Reed 
National Military Medical Center and the 
University of Rochester Medical Center, 
contributed retrospective audiometric 
data pertaining to subjects meeting 
study eligibility criteria. Additional data 
were collected prospectively through an 
observational clinical study conducted 
by the NIH in partnership with Johns 
Hopkins University. Eligibility criteria 
were the same in both the retrospective 
and prospective segments. A total of 277 
subjects were included in the analyses.
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Other subject characteristics. Other demographic character-
istics, such as sex, age, and preexisting hearing loss were com-
parable across groups (Tables 1 And 2). The median age for all 
subjects was 60 years (IQR, 54–66). Nonstatin users, on average, 
were slightly younger than those in the any statin user group 
(median age 58 vs. 63) and had better hearing at baseline (Table 
2). Consistent across all groups was a predominance toward 
males (>83% male) who received concurrent radiation (>97% 
with radiation). Fifty-four percent of nonstatin user ears (n = 328 
ears) had normal hearing at baseline (defined as the pure tone 
average [PTA] ≤20 dB HL), 34% had a mild hearing loss (PTA 
>20, <40), and 10% had moderate hearing loss (PTA ≥40, ≤70). 
Statin user ears (n = 226 ears) consisted of 43% normal, 42% mild 
hearing loss, and 13% moderate hearing loss. Similarly, atorvas-
tatin user ears (n = 100 ears) included 38% normal hearing, 46% 
mild hearing loss, and 13% moderate hearing loss. After cispla-
tin therapy, with the exception of those subjects on concurrent 
pitavastatin (n = 2) where both subjects started and ended thera-
py with a bilateral mild hearing loss, ears analyzed as part of the 
nonstatin user and other 5 statin user groups showed a decrease 
in the percentage of ears categorized as having normal hearing 
and an increase toward more severe hearing loss (Table 2).

Atorvastatin users have less cisplatin-induced hearing loss than 
those not taking a statin. In total, 546 ears from 277 subjects were 
included in the analyses. The primary outcome measure was the 
incidence of CTCAE-defined change in hearing, which relies first 
on the calculation of the change in auditory thresholds (“thresh-
old shifts”) between the baseline and posttreatment audiograms. 
Therefore, we began our analysis by examining threshold shift 
data among subjects as a function of their status of concurrent 
statin use at baseline. On average, cisplatin therapy resulted in 
a 13.7 dB ± 18.6 high-frequency threshold shift (PTA of 6, 8, and 

only) by 1.8% (2 subjects, 4 ears), and lovastatin (40 mg dose only) 
by 1.8% (2 subjects, 4 ears). We first compared the cisplatin-induced 
threshold shift between nonstatin users versus those taking any sta-
tin. Because atorvastatin and simvastatin were highly represented 
among our 113 statin users (76.1% of total), we also compared hear-
ing loss between nonstatin users versus those taking atorvastatin 
(n = 50) or simvastatin (n = 36); however, although the comparison 
between atorvastatin and nonstatin users remained sufficiently 
powered, our study was underpowered for the comparison of sim-
vastatin users versus those not taking a statin.

Tumor types and cisplatin regimens. Most of our subjects had 
HNSCC that localized to either the oropharynx (58.1%) or the lar-
ynx (14.1%) (Table 1). A small portion of tumors localized to the 
oral cavity (5.8%), nasopharynx (5.4%), or the hypopharynx (2.5%). 
Tumor sites classified as “other” comprised 14.1% of all tumor types 
and consisted of sinonasal (2.9%) cutaneous (1.4%), salivary (1.4%), 
orbit (<1%), trachea (<1%), and tumors that had an unknown prima-
ry site (7.2%). All subjects were treated with cisplatin-based chemo-
therapy and nearly all (98.6%) had CRT. Low-dose, weekly cisplatin 
treatment, defined as cisplatin doses less than 75 mg/m2 per infu-
sion, was administered to 53.6% of subjects. The remaining 46.4% 
of subjects received high-dose cisplatin (≥75 mg/m2 per infusion) 
administered approximately once every 3 weeks; however, 9.4% of 
individuals scheduled to receive high-dose therapy were switched 
to low-dose therapy because of drug intolerance and/or ototoxicity. 
The median cumulative cisplatin dose for all subjects was 200 mg/
m2 (IQR, 140–280 mg/m2). This cumulative dose was consistent 
across all groups, and the median cumulative cisplatin dose was 
200 mg/m2 (IQR, 155–280 mg/m2) for nonstatin users, 200 mg/
m2 (IQR, 135–280 mg/m2) for all statin users, and 240 mg/m2 (IQR, 
160–280 mg/m2) and 200 (IQR, 145–280 mg/m2) for atorvastatin 
and simvastatin users, respectively.

Table 1. Demographic and clinical characteristics of the subjects

Retrospective and prospective subjects
All subjects No statins Any statin Atorvastatin Simvastatin

Characteristics N = 277 N = 164 N = 113 N = 50 N = 36
Median age (IQR), yr 60 (54–66) 58 (50–63) 63 (58–68) 63 (58–67) 63 (60–72)
Male, no. (%) 234 (84.48) 137 (83.54) 97 (85.84) 43 (86.00) 32 (88.89)
Female, no. (%) 43 (15.52) 27 (16.46) 16 (14.16) 7 (14.00) 4 (11.11)
Median cisplatin cumulative dose (IQR), mg/m2 200 (140–280) 200 (140–280) 200 (140–280) 240 (160–280) 200 (145–280)
Radiation, no. (%) 271 (98.55) 159 (98.15) 112 (99.12) 50 (100.00) 35 (97.22)
Tumor site, no. (%)
 Hypopharynx 7 (2.53) 4 (2.44) 3 (2.65) 1 (2.00) 2 (5.56)
 Larynx 39 (14.08) 26 (15.85) 13 (11.50) 6 (12.00) 4 (11.11)
 Nasopharynx 15 (5.42) 12 (7.32) 3 (2.65) 3 (6.00) 0 (0)
 Oral cavity 16 (5.78) 9 (5.49) 7 (6.19) 3 (6.00) 2 (5.56)
 Oropharynx 161 (58.12) 88 (53.66) 73 (64.60) 33 (66.00) 23 (63.89)
 OtherA 39 (14.07) 25 (15.24) 13 (12.41) 4 (8.00) 5 (13.88)

Site-specific contributions
Retrospective data, no. (%)
University of Rochester Medical Center 215 (77.62) 131 (79.88) 84 (74.34) 36 (72.00) 30 (83.33)
Walter Reed National Military Medical Center 34 (12.27) 18 (10.98) 16 (14.16) 7 (14.00) 4 (11.11)
Prospective observational data, no. (%)
NIH/Johns Hopkins University 28 (10.11) 15 (9.15) 13 (11.50) 7 (14.00) 2 (5.56)
AOther tumor sites included sinusoidal (3%), cutaneous (1.4%), salivary (1.4%), orbit (<1%), trachea (<1%), and tumors that had an unknown primary site (7.2%).
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Atorvastatin use is associated with reduced incidence and severity of 
cisplatin-induced hearing loss. We next applied CTCAE v5.0 (34) crite-
ria to report the incidence and severity of a hearing loss. Among sub-
jects not taking any statin, the incidence of hearing loss was 48.8% 
(CTCAE, Figure 2C). The incidence of a grade 1 or higher hearing loss 
was significantly reduced from 48.8% in nonstatin users to 38.4% (χ2 
= 5.6, P < 0.02) in statin users, with further reduction to 31.2% (χ2 = 
9.0, P < 0.01) among atorvastatin users. Similar results were obtained 
when we applied the TUNE (35) ototoxicity grading criteria (Supple-
mental Methods; supplemental material available online with this 
article; https://doi.org/10.1172/JCI142616DS1). These data indicate 
that the incidence of cisplatin-induced hearing loss was significantly 
reduced in atorvastatin users relative to those not taking a statin.

In addition to incidence, CTCAE reports severity of hearing loss 
using a 1–4 scale in which grade 4 denotes the most severe change 
in hearing. Grade 1 is considered mild where intervention may not 
be required, and grade 2 is considered a moderate adverse event 
for which intervention is indicated (34). The incidence of a hearing 
change with a CTCAE grade equal to or greater than 2 was signifi-
cantly reduced from 29.4% in the nonstatin user group to 9.7% for 
atorvastatin users (χ2 = 14.9, P = 0.0001) (Figure 2D). These data 
indicate that cisplatin-induced hearing loss was also less severe 
among atorvastatin users compared with nonstatin users.

The benefits of atorvastatin to the incidence of a CTCAE- 
defined hearing loss were generally consistent across all subgroups 
(Figure 3). Overall, 48.8% (156 of 320) of ears among nonstatin 
users showed hearing loss, compared with 31.2% (29 of 93) of ears 
among atorvastatin users. In addition to a significant benefit of 
atorvastatin use overall, significant benefits in favor of atorvastatin 
users versus nonstatin users were noted among males (30.4% vs. 
45.5%), those with higher cumulative cisplatin doses (>200 mg/m2) 
(31.7% vs. 61%), those with a mild hearing loss at baseline (26.8% 
vs. 41.1%), and those who underwent CRT (31.2% vs. 47.8%).

In addition to the MEM analysis of high-frequency PTA (a con-
tinuous variable), we also used logistic regression analysis of the 
incidence of a CTCAE-defined hearing loss (a binary variable). The 
logistic regression allowed us to calculate adjusted odds ratio (OR) for 

12.5 kHz) (Figure 2A). A 2-way ANOVA indicated a significant 
effect of treatment group (nonstatin vs. any statin, atorvasta-
tin, or simvastatin) on threshold shifts (2-way ANOVA, F3, 5802 
= 29.06, P < 0.001) as well as a significant effect of frequency 
(F8, 5802 = 55.87, P < 0.001). To explore the significant interaction 
of the 2 effects (F24, 5802 = 1.599, P < 0.001), a Dunnett’s multi-
ple-comparison post hoc analysis was conducted comparing 
threshold shift at each frequency for nonstatin users with either 
the any statin, atorvastatin, or simvastatin user groups. Thresh-
old shifts at frequencies equal to or greater than 4 kHz were sig-
nificantly reduced among subjects taking any statin relative to 
nonstatin users (P < 0.02). Threshold shifts were further reduced 
among atorvastatin users (P < 0.001). In contrast, no significant 
reduction in threshold shift was observed among simvastatin 
users. However, although the comparison between atorvastatin 
and nonstatin users remained sufficiently powered (>80% pow-
er, α = 0.05), our study was underpowered for the comparison of 
simvastatin users versus nonstatin users.

Our cohort included individuals taking a range of atorvastatin 
doses from 10 to 80 mg. We examined the relationship between 
high-frequency hearing loss (PTA of 6, 8, and 12.5 kHz) and atorvas-
tatin dose and found no significant correlation (R2 = 0.023, P > 0.05, 
Figure 2B), suggesting that the reduction in hearing loss we observed 
among atorvastatin users was independent of atorvastatin dose.

We applied a mixed-effects model (MEM) analysis to our 
average high-frequency threshold shift data to examine the contri-
butions of other variables to cisplatin-induced hearing loss. Con-
trolling for all other fixed effects in the model (sex, age, cumulative 
cisplatin dose, concurrent radiation, and preexisting hearing loss 
at baseline) and controlling for the inclusion of data from 2 ears for 
most subjects (random effect), atorvastatin use was significantly 
correlated with reduced hearing loss by applying the SAS PROC 
GLIMMIX procedure (F1,204 = 6.42, P = 0.02) (Table 3). Significant 
effects were also observed for cumulative cisplatin dose (F1, 204 = 
13.45, P < 0.001) and baseline hearing (F1, 204 = 17.84, P < 0.001). 
Together, these data indicate that atorvastatin users had signifi-
cantly less cisplatin-induced hearing loss than nonstatin users.

Table 2. Clinical hearing statusA before and after cisplatin therapy

No statins Any statin Atorvastatin Simvastatin Pravastatin Rosuvastatin Pitavastatin Lovastatin
N = 164 N = 113 N = 50 N = 36 N = 12 N = 11 N = 2 N = 2

Hearing status at baseline, no. ears (%)
Normal 178 (54.27) 98 (43.36) 38 (38.00) 34 (47.22) 15 (62.50) 9 (40.91) 0 2 (50.00)
Mild 113 (34.45) 95 (42.04) 46 (46.00) 24 (33.33) 6 (25.00) 13 (59.09) 4 (100.00) 2 (50.00)
Moderate 32 (9.76) 29 (12.83) 13 (13.00) 13 (12.50) 3 (12.50) 0 0 0
Severe 2 (0.61) 1 (0.44) 0 1 (1.39) 0 0 0 0
ProfoundB 3 (0.91) 3 (1.33) 3 (3.00) 0 0 0 0 0
Hearing status at follow-up, no. ears (%)
Normal 138 (41.38) 63 (28.38) 26 (26.80) 27 (38.57) 9 (37.50) 2 (9.09) 0 0
Mild 110 (33.33) 95 (42.79) 49 (50.52) 17 (24.29) 8 (33.33) 14 (63.64) 4 (100.00) 4 (100.00)
Moderate 72 (21.82) 58 (26.13) 21 (21.65) 25 (35.71) 6 (25.00) 6 (27.27) 0 0
Severe 6 (1.82) 2 (0.90) 1 (1.03) 0 1 (4.17) 0 0 0
Profound 4 (1.21) 4 (1.80) 3 (3.00) 1 (1.43) 0 0 0 0
AHearing status based on pure tone average (PTA) of 1, 2, and 4 kHz expressed in dB HL: normal (PTA ≤20), mild (PTA >20, <40), moderate (PTA ≥40, ≤70), 
severe (PTA >70, <95), profound (PTA ≥95). BEars with profound hearing loss at baseline were excluded from subsequent analyses.
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whether statin drugs may affect treatment outcomes in patients with 
HNSCC, we examined overall survival and disease-free survival in 
the available data from URMC (n = 175), which was our largest cohort 
and also the cohort with the longest follow-up data. Overall survival 
at 3 years was approximately 80% (Figure 4). An exact median sur-
vival time could not be calculated because of the number of patients 
censored/lost to follow-up. Importantly, however, there were no 
significant differences among nonstatin users, statin users, and ator-
vastatin users in overall (P = 0.97) or disease-free survival (P = 0.94).

Discussion
We examined the relationship between statin use and cisplatin-in-
duced hearing loss in patients with head and neck cancer. Significant 
hearing loss occurred in 48% of subjects, consistent with previous  

the 3 variables identified in our MEM analysis (Supplemental Table 2) 
that were significantly associated with cisplatin-induced hearing loss: 
statin use, cumulative cisplatin dose, and baseline hearing status. 
The results indicated that for every 100 mg/m2 increase in cisplatin 
dose, an individual was 2.2 times more likely to develop hearing loss 
(OR = 2.20; 95% CI, 1.63–3.01) (Supplemental Table 4). Additionally, 
with every 20 dB increase in PTA threshold at baseline, a person was 
40% (OR = 0.60; 95% CI, 0.44–0.83) less likely to acquire a cisplatin- 
induced hearing loss. Finally, an individual taking atorvastatin was 
53% less likely (OR = 0.47; 95% CI, 0.28–0.77) to acquire a cispla-
tin-induced hearing loss compared with a nonstatin user after con-
trolling for cumulative cisplatin dose and baseline hearing status.

Three-year overall survival and disease-free survival do not differ 
between atorvastatin users and those not taking a statin. To determine 

Figure 2. Atorvastatin use is associated with reduced cisplatin-induced hearing loss. Baseline audiometric thresholds were compared with thresh-
olds obtained after cisplatin treatment to determine threshold shifts. (A) In subjects not taking a statin (N = 324 ears), cisplatin treatment resulted in 
threshold shifts that were more severe at higher frequencies. Subjects taking any statin (N = 219 ears) had significantly less cisplatin-induced hearing loss 
than subjects who were not taking a statin. Atorvastatin users (N = 97 ears) had significantly less cisplatin-induced hearing loss than nonstatin users. In 
contrast, cisplatin-induced threshold shifts among simvastatin users (N = 70 ears) were not significantly different from those of nonstatin users. Data 
represent mean ± SEM, 2-way ANOVA, Dunnett’s multiple-comparison test. (B) Atorvastatin dose was not correlated with high-frequency (6–12.5 kHz) 
hearing loss. Each dot represents 1 ear. Nonstatin users (N = 324 ears) had 15.9 ± 20.3 dB shifts in high-frequency pure tone average (HF PTA). Atorvasta-
tin users (N = 97 ears) had shifts of 7.8 ± 11.8 dB. There was no correlation between atorvastatin dose and threshold shift. Pearson R correlation. (C) The 
incidence of cisplatin-induced hearing loss among nonstatin users was 48% per CTCAE criteria. Subjects taking any statin had significantly lower incidence 
of hearing loss than nonstatin users. The incidence of hearing loss was further reduced among atorvastatin users. Data are percentage of ears per group. 
Statistical analysis consisted of the χ2 test. (D) Statin use, atorvastatin in particular, was associated with reduced severity of hearing loss. CTCAE criteria 
were used to categorize the severity of hearing loss. χ2 Analysis showed a significant difference in the distribution of CTCAE hearing loss grades, where the 
incidence of a grade 2 or higher hearing loss was reduced in statin users compared with nonstatin users. This difference was even greater for atorvastatin 
users. Data are percentage of ears per group. *P < 0.05, **P < 0.01, ***P < 0.001.
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reports (36). The incidence of cisplatin-induced hearing loss was 
significantly reduced in patients taking a statin medication. Specif-
ically, the incidence of a CTCAE grade 1 or higher hearing loss was 
reduced by 17.6% in atorvastatin users relative to nonstatin users. 
Moreover, the incidence of a CTCAE grade 2 or higher, a moder-
ate severity adverse event that may be dose limiting, was reduced 
by 19.7% in atorvastatin users relative to nonstatin users. Our data 
suggest that concurrent use of atorvastatin during cisplatin-based 
chemotherapy may offer an opportunity for reduced hearing loss in 
these patients without reduced survival.

Large databases of health outcomes (e.g., UnitedHealthcare, 
Specialized Program of Research Excellence, SEER-Medicare, Kai-
ser Permanente Research Bank, Optum) rarely (or never) include 
audiometric data, and most adults with cancer do not receive a 
baseline hearing test prior to onset of cisplatin therapy (37). There-
fore, we utilized retrospective data from 2 sites with ongoing oto-
toxicity monitoring programs, and we initiated a prospective study 
designed to provide additional subjects for this data set. Our com-
bined retrospective and prospective data set consisted of 277 sub-
jects with head and neck cancer, 40% of whom were taking a statin 
drug at the onset of cisplatin-based CRT. Significant reductions in 
cisplatin-induced threshold shifts were observed in the high-fre-
quency region (≥4 kHz) among statin users, particularly for those 
on atorvastatin. Similarly, the incidence of a CTCAE-defined hear-
ing loss was significantly reduced by 10% (from 48.8% to 38.4%) 
for those in the any statin user group and by 18% (from 48.8% to 
31.2%) in the atorvastatin user group. Similar results were observed 
using TUNE criteria. These findings were most prominent among 
males receiving high cumulative doses of cisplatin (>200 mg/m2) 
combined with radiation therapy. This observation may be reflec-
tive of the study cohort, because head and neck cancer is more 
common in men than in women and is often treated with these 
higher cumulative cisplatin doses. Further investigation is neces-
sary in order to fully explore the potential benefit of atorvastatin in 
female patients, other cancer types, and other cisplatin regimens.

The incidence of hearing loss in our study was significantly pre-
dicted by 3 variables: cumulative cisplatin dose, baseline hearing 
status, and statin use. Accounting for the greatest amount of vari-
ance was cumulative cisplatin dose. The median cumulative cispla-
tin dose in our cohort was 200 mg/m2 (IQR, 140–280). Cumulative 
cisplatin doses higher than 210 mg/m2 (38, 39) have been previous-
ly associated with increased risk for hearing loss (40). Individuals 
with normal hearing (PTA ≤20 dB HL) at baseline were more likely 

to experience cisplatin-induced changes in hearing than individ-
uals with hearing loss (PTA >20 dB HL), consistent with previ-
ous reports (41). Because cisplatin ototoxicity is first observed at 
higher frequencies, which are also the first frequencies affected 
by noise-induced and age-related hearing loss, it seems plausi-
ble that individuals with normal function of the cochlear regions 
that detect these higher frequencies have more to lose in terms of 
threshold shifts during cisplatin therapy. The nonstatin users in our 
cohort entered the study with slightly better hearing sensitivity 
than the atorvastatin users: 54% of nonstatin users, compared with 
38% of atorvastatin users, had clinically normal hearing (PTA of 1, 
2, and 4 kHz ≤20 dB HL). However, the majority of nonstatin users 
(88.8%) and atorvastatin users (84%) had either normal hearing or 
mild hearing loss (PTA of 1, 2, and 4 kHz >20 and <40 dB HL) at 
baseline (Table 2). Threshold shifts across all users ranged from 0 
to 85 dB, and importantly, 95% of threshold shifts were less than 
or equal to 50 dB (Figure 1B), indicating that the differences we 
observed between statin users and nonstatin users was not due to a 
floor effect in calculated threshold shifts.

The third variable that significantly influenced cisplatin-in-
duced hearing loss in our study was the use of atorvastatin. The 
incidence of hearing loss, per CTCAE criteria, was 31% in atorvas-
tatin users compared with 49% in those not taking a statin. OR esti-
mates indicated that, controlling for overall cumulative cisplatin 
dose and the presence of a preexisting hearing loss, an individual 
taking atorvastatin concurrently with cisplatin therapy was 53% 
less likely to acquire a CTCAE-defined cisplatin-induced hearing 
loss compared with a nonstatin user. Similar results were obtained 
using the TUNE ototoxicity criteria. Both CTCAE and TUNE estab-
lish criteria for a clinically meaningful hearing loss that would be 
expected to affect daily communication and quality of life (8, 34). 
In addition to an overall loss in hearing sensitivity, a loss of hearing 
at frequencies above 4 kHz diminishes the ability to recognize and 
appreciate sounds in nature and music (35, 42). Hearing loss at or 
below approximately 4 kHz may compromise speech intelligibility 
in noisy environments. These grading scales help to identify chang-
es in hearing relative to speech communication and define the 
severity of hearing loss. Adverse events that meet or exceed grade 
2 can be dose limiting (34). In the current study, the incidence of a 
grade 2 or higher CTCAE hearing loss was significantly reduced by 
19.7% in atorvastatin users relative to nonstatin users.

Previous studies have indicated that radiation to the cochlea is 
independently ototoxic (43, 44). We evaluated the effects of radiation 

Table 3. Mixed-effect model of high-frequency (6–12 kHz) hearing lossA

No statins vs. any statin No statins vs. atorvastatin No statins vs. simvastatin
Effect F value df P value F value df P value F value df P value
Statin use 3.10 1, 264 0.08 6.17 1, 204 0.01 0.00 1, 192 0.98
Sex 0.74 1, 264 0.39 2.79 1, 204 0.10 1.04 1, 192 0.31
Age 0.37 1, 264 0.55 0.36 1, 204 0.55 0.36 1, 192 0.55
Cisplatin dose 17.01 1, 264  <0.001 13.36 1, 204  <0.001 12.98 1, 192  <0.001
Radiation 0.006 1, 264 0.81 0.12 1, 204 0.73 0.15 1, 192 0.70
Baseline hearingB 35.13 1, 264  <0.001 20.55 1, 204  <0.001 22.17 1, 192  <0.001
AHigh-frequency hearing loss is based on the dB HL pure tone average (PTA) of 6, 8, and 12.5 kHz. BBaseline hearing based on the PTA of 1, 2, and 4 kHz.
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on hearing loss in our prospective cohort. We did not observe a cor-
relation between cochlear radiation dose and average high-frequency 
(6 to 12.5 kHz) threshold shifts (see Supplemental Methods and Sup-
plemental Figure 2). These data are consistent with prior studies sug-
gesting that hearing loss as a result of radiation alone is uncommon 
when radiation doses to the cochlea are below 35 Gy (43,44). With 
modern intensity-modulated radiotherapy techniques, treatment for 
tumors of the oropharynx, larynx, hypopharynx, and oral cavity usu-
ally results in cochlear radiation doses that are far below this thresh-
old. In our prospective cohort, radiation doses to the cochlea ranged 
from 0 to 14.4 Gy. Although radiation dose data were not available 
in our retrospective cohorts, almost all subjects in both our nonstatin 
(98.2%) and atorvastatin groups (100%) received radiation, and only 
5% of subjects had tumors near the cochlea (e.g., nasopharyngeal car-
cinoma) that might result in higher cochlear radiation doses. Thus, it 
is unlikely that the differences in cisplatin-induced hearing loss that 
we observed between atorvastatin users and those not taking a statin 
were influenced by differences in radiation to the cochlea.

In our study, reduced hearing loss in atorvastatin users was inde-
pendent of the dose of atorvastatin they were taking (10–80 mg; R2 
= 0.0246). According to the American College of Cardiology and 
American Heart Association statin dose guidelines, relative to sim-
vastatin and pravastatin, atorvastatin has a higher dose-potency 
ratio (45–47); thus, a lower dose of atorvastatin may be as effective 
at reducing hyperlipidemia as a higher dose of another statin drug. It 

is not clear from our data whether there is an effect of the duration of 
atorvastatin use. Our study accounted for atorvastatin use only at the 
onset of cisplatin therapy, and therefore there were likely large differ-
ences in the duration of atorvastatin use among our study subjects.

With any potential drug intended to reduce the toxicities of 
anticancer therapy, there is a concern about introducing a negative 
impact on survival and other cancer-related outcomes. In our study, 
survival analyses of the largest retrospective cohort suggest that statin 
drugs, and atorvastatin in particular, did not have a significant effect 
on 3-year overall survival or disease-free survival. There are other 
preclinical and clinical studies suggesting that statins do not reduce 
the therapeutic efficacy of cisplatin, and several epidemiological 
studies have reported improved survival among statin users with can-
cer (48–53). Two recent, large retrospective studies using the SEER 
Medicare Database and the Ontario Cancer Registry showed that 
head and neck cancer patients who were taking statin drugs at the 
time of diagnosis had improved overall and disease-specific survival 
(54, 55). Our study was likely not powered to detect subtle survival 
differences in a population with a high proportion of oropharyngeal 
cancers with favorable prognosis. Further, our survival curves includ-
ed a high proportion of censored data points due to patients lost to 
follow-up. Additionally, we were unable to control for compliance 
with oral statin medications. In practice, drug compliance is variable, 
especially for drugs like statins that do not have perceptible effects. It 
is possible that the beneficial effects of statins on cisplatin ototoxicity  

Figure 3. Atorvastatin use significantly reduces the odds of a clinically meaningful cisplatin-induced hearing loss. An analysis of the incidence of a 
CTCAE-defined hearing loss due to cisplatin therapy in the full cohort and key subgroups is shown. For the full cohort and the subject subgroups, the dif-
ference in the incidence (% of ears) and 95% CI were estimated using a nonlinear mixed-effect analysis, fitting the Poisson model. Significant differences 
(red diamonds) in the calculated incidence of a CTCAE grade 1 or higher hearing loss were observed for the full cohort as well as for the male subgroup and 
for those receiving higher (>200 mg/m2) cumulative cisplatin dose, those receiving radiation, and those with mild hearing loss at baseline. CNT, could not 
test because of insufficient sample size in atorvastatin + cisplatin therapy comparison group.
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endpoint is the change in hearing sensitivity between pretreatment 
and posttreatment audiograms defined using CTCAE ototoxicity 
scale criteria. In addition, studies in animal models are needed in 
order to examine the cellular and molecular mechanisms by which 
statins may reduce cisplatin-induced hearing loss. Our data suggest 
that atorvastatin, an inexpensive drug with a good safety profile, 
holds promise to reduce cisplatin-induced hearing loss in adult 
patients without reducing the therapeutic efficacy of cisplatin.

Methods
For additional details, see the Supplemental Methods.

Overview. This study consisted of combined retrospective and pro-
spective observational data from 3 clinical sites (Figure 1). The subjects 
were adults, 18 years or older, who were newly diagnosed with HNSCC 
and scheduled for treatment with cisplatin. Electronic medical record 
systems were reviewed at each site for subjects meeting full eligibili-
ty criteria (Supplemental Table 1). Characteristics of the subjects (age, 
sex), details of cancer diagnosis and treatment schedule, and history of 
statin medication use are shown in Table 1.

Retrospective clinical data were examined from ototoxicity 
monitoring programs at the University of Rochester Medical Center 
(URMC; n = 215) and the Walter Reed National Military Medical Cen-
ter (WRNMMC; n = 34). A table describing the type of data contribut-
ed by each site is available in the supplemental materials (Supplemen-
tal Table 2). Prospective data were collected as an observational study 
conducted at the NIH (n = 28) in partnership with the Johns Hopkins 
University (JHU) Department of Otolaryngology-Head and Neck Sur-
gery and Department of Radiation Oncology and Molecular Sciences.

Data analyses. Based on an initial subset of retrospective data from 
URMC (n = 55) and WRNMMC (n = 20) showing a 2:1 ratio of nonsta-
tin to statin users, we performed a sample size estimate using nQuery 
(Statsols Solutions Ltd). A sample size of 267 subjects was determined 
to be necessary to detect the observed 17.3% difference in the incidence 

are greater than we observed, assuming that some statin users in 
our cohort skipped doses of statin medications during their cisplatin 
therapy. Taken together, our data suggest that adding atorvastatin to 
cisplatin chemoradiation did not reduce the therapeutic efficacy of 
cisplatin in patients with head and neck cancer.

Limitations of our study include biases inherent to retrospec-
tive studies. The statin users and nonstatin users differed slightly 
in their ages and anatomic tumor sites: statin users tended to be 
older, less likely to have normal hearing at baseline, and more likely 
to have oropharyngeal cancer. These factors may have contributed 
slightly to hearing and survival outcomes. Our study was under-
powered to examine any statin other than atorvastatin; therefore, 
it is unclear whether users of other statin drugs would also show 
reduced cisplatin-induced hearing loss. Another limitation of our 
study is that the data do not address the role (if any) of duration of 
statin use. Finally, our retrospective cohort of subjects with head 
and neck cancer did not have sufficient representation of women 
to address whether atorvastatin use is associated with reduced cis-
platin-induced hearing loss in women.

Our data indicate that cisplatin therapy resulted in clinically 
meaningful (using TUNE criteria) hearing loss in up to 53% of indi-
viduals with head and neck cancer. We observed reduced incidence 
and severity of cisplatin-induced hearing loss in subjects taking 
atorvastatin relative to those not taking a statin drug. A random-
ized, placebo-controlled interventional study is currently being 
developed to determine the extent to which atorvastatin reduces 
cisplatin-induced hearing loss in patients with head and neck can-
cer. Subjects with newly diagnosed head and neck cancer who are 
scheduled to receive cisplatin-based CRT and are not already taking 
a statin will be randomized to receive either atorvastatin (20 mg) 
or a placebo daily for the duration of CRT. Baseline hearing sensi-
tivity will be measured prior to the onset of cisplatin therapy and 
again after completion of all cycles of cisplatin therapy. The primary  

Figure 4. Three-year overall survival and disease-free survival are not different among statin users, atorvastatin users, and those not taking a statin. 
Kaplan-Meier estimates of overall (A) and disease-free (B) survival are shown. A log-rank (Mantel-Cox) test indicated no significant differences in either 
overall or disease-free survival among groups (P > 0.05). No statin group, n = 107; any statin group, n = 68; atorvastatin group, n = 33.
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associations between CTCAE-defined changes in hearing and statin 
use after adjustment for significant covariates.

Our secondary outcome measure utilized high-frequency audio-
metric threshold data. A mixed-effect model analysis (SAS PROC 
GLIMMIX procedure) was applied to average high-frequency thresh-
old shift data (PTA of 6–12.5 kHz) to determine the influence of other 
model effects on cisplatin-induced threshold shift within this high- 
frequency region. Fixed effects included statin use, sex, age, cumula-
tive cisplatin dose, radiation exposure, and baseline hearing. Subject 
ID was defined as a random effect to account for the inclusion of 2 ears 
in the analysis. Statin use, sex, and radiation exposure were included 
as dichotomous variables, whereas age, cumulative dose, and baseline 
hearing based on the PTA of 1, 2, and 4 kHz were treated as continuous 
variables. A Pearson R correlation analysis was used to assess the asso-
ciation of atorvastatin drug dose and high-frequency threshold shift 
within Prism 8 (GraphPad Software).

Overall survival and disease-free survival were calculated as 
Kaplan-Meier curves using GraphPad Prism 8 software on all available 
data from URMC at up to 3 years after treatment (N = 175). Survival 
curves were compared using the log-rank (Mantel-Cox) test. Cochlear 
radiation dose data presented in the supplemental materials (Supple-
mental Figure 2) were analyzed using Pearson R and Spearman R cor-
relation analysis within GraphPad Prism 8.

All statistical analyses were performed in SAS version 9.4 (SAS 
Institute Inc.) or GraphPad Prism 8. P values of less than 0.05 were 
considered significant

Study approval. All retrospective study activities were approved 
by either the University of Rochester Research Subject Review Board 
(RSRB00060424) or the Defense Health Agency Human Research 
Protections Program (DSA 876612). The prospective study was 
approved by the IRBs at NIH (IRB 17-DC-0138) and JHU and regis-
tered with ClinicalTrials.gov (ID NCT03225157). Written informed 
consent was obtained from each subject prior to enrollment.
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of hearing loss as defined by the NCI CTCAE (34) between statin users 
and nonstatin users, with an α of 0.05 and 80% power. These initial 75 
subjects were included in the final analysis totaling 277 subjects.

The primary outcome measure was the difference in incidence of a 
change in hearing between the baseline hearing test and the posttreat-
ment hearing test, per ear, as defined by established ototoxicity grading 
scales. These scales report subjects who transition from normal hear-
ing to hearing loss as well as those who transition from some hearing 
loss to more hearing loss. We applied the criteria of 2 different grading 
scales (Supplemental Table 3) to our data set. The NCI CTCAE v5.0 
(34) classifies adverse changes in hearing based on auditory threshold 
shifts across a 1–8 kHz frequency range. We also applied TUNE ototox-
icity grading criteria (35), which incorporate extended high-frequency 
(EHF) data (see Supplemental Table 4 and Supplemental Figure 1).

The secondary outcome measure was the change in hearing thresh-
olds, per ear, between the baseline hearing test and the posttreatment 
hearing test across standard audiometric and EHFs ranging from 0.25 
to 12.5 kHz. All baseline audiograms were obtained less than or 90 days 
prior to start of cisplatin treatment, and posttreatment audiograms 
were obtained less than or 90 days after the end of cisplatin treatment. 
Threshold shifts were calculated as the difference in threshold (dB HL) 
between baseline and posttreatment audiograms at each frequency.

Statistics. Subjects were initially assigned to either the nonstatin 
user group or the statin user group based on their use of any statin 
medication at the start of cisplatin treatment. Based on the preva-
lence of each statin type within the statin user group (Table 2), we also 
examined atorvastatin and simvastatin in isolation. Both ears were 
used in the data analyses because of possible influences of asymmet-
ric hearing losses either at baseline (observed in 12% of all subjects, 
defined as a ≥15 dB difference in the PTA of 0.5, 1, 2, and 4 kHz) and/or 
a result of differential radiation doses to the 2 cochleas because high 
doses of radiation (≥45 Gy) have been reported to be ototoxic (43). 
Including both ears from each subject introduces correlation among 
observations that can incorrectly reduce the standard error of certain 
estimates. We corrected for this bias by including subject-specific  
random intercepts in the statistical model (56). This method allowed 
us to make use of all of the data from each ear while accounting for 
the fact that the 2 ears of each individual will be correlated.

A 2-way ANOVA using Dunnett’s post hoc multiple-comparison 
test (GraphPad Prism 8) was conducted to compare the threshold 
shifts as a function of frequency (0.25–12.5 kHz) between nonstatin 
users and subjects taking any statin, atorvastatin, or simvastatin. How-
ever, although the comparison between atorvastatin and nonstatin 
users remained sufficiently powered (>0.8), our study was underpow-
ered for the comparison of simvastatin users versus nonstatin users.

Our primary outcome measure was based on changes in hearing as 
defined by CTCAE v5.0 scale criteria (Supplemental Table 3) and were 
analyzed using categorical incidence (per ear) data. The incidence and 
severity distribution of a clinically meaningful hearing change, per 
ear, relative to statin use was analyzed using χ2 analyses (SAS PROC 
FREQ procedure). The rate difference, with a 95% CI, of a CTCAE- 
defined hearing loss between atorvastatin and nonstatin users was 
estimated by fitting the Poisson model using PROC NLMIXEDA for 
the total population as well as for subgroups (sex, cumulative cispla-
tin dose, individual cisplatin dose, baseline hearing status, and radi-
ation). A logistic regression analysis (SAS PROC LOGISTIC proce-
dure) with calculation of ORs and 95% CIs was performed to identify  



The Journal of Clinical Investigation   C L I N I C A L  M E D I C I N E

1 0 J Clin Invest. 2021;131(1):e142616 https://doi.org/10.1172/JCI142616

 1. Miller KD, et al. Cancer treatment and sur-
vivorship statistics, 2019. CA Cancer J Clin. 
2019;69(5):363–385.

 2. Bluethmann SM, Mariotto AB, Rowland JH. 
Anticipating the ‘silver tsunami’: prevalence tra-
jectories and co-morbidity burden among older 
cancer survivors in the United States. Cancer 
Epidemiol Biomark. 2016;25(7):1029–1036.

 3. Bertolini P, et al. Platinum compound-related 
ototoxicity in children: long-term follow-up 
reveals continuous worsening of hearing loss.  
J Pediatr Hematol Oncol. 2004;26(10):649–655.

 4. Coradini PP, Cigana L, Selistre SG, Rosito LS, 
Brunetto AL. Ototoxicity from cisplatin therapy 
in childhood cancer. J Pediatr Hematol Oncol. 
2007;29(6):355–360.

 5. Frisina RD, et al. Comprehensive audiometric 
analysis of hearing impairment and tinnitus 
after cisplatin-based chemotherapy in sur-
vivors of adult-onset cancer. J Clin Oncol. 
2016;34(23):2712–2720.

 6. Knight KR, et al. Group-wide, prospective study 
of ototoxicity assessment in children receiving 
cisplatin chemotherapy (ACCL05C1): a report 
from the Children’s Oncology Group. J Clin 
Oncol. 2017;35(4):440–445.

 7. Marnitz S, et al. Age-corrected hearing loss after 
chemoradiation in cervical cancer patients. 
Strahlenther Onkol. 2018;194(11):1039–1048.

 8. Ciorba A, Bianchini C, Pelucchi S, Pastore A. The 
impact of hearing loss on the quality of life of 
elderly adults. Clin Interv Aging. 2012;7:159–163.

 9. Liao JK. Clinical implications for statin pleiotro-
py. Curr Opin Lipidol. 2005;16(6):624–629.

 10. Ma YX, Li WH, Xie Q. Rosuvastatin inhibits 
TGF-beta1 expression and alleviates myo-
cardial fibrosis in diabetic rats. Pharmazie. 
2013;68(5):355–358.

 11. Barbosa CP, Bracht L, Ames FQ, de Souza Sil-
va-Comar FM, Tronco RP, Bersani-Amado CA. 
Effects of ezetimibe, simvastatin, and their 
combination on inflammatory parameters in a rat 
model of adjuvant-induced arthritis. Inflamma-
tion. 2017;40(2):717–724.

 12. Jain MK, Ridker PM. Anti-inflammatory effects 
of statins: clinical evidence and basic mecha-
nisms. Nat Rev Drug Discov. 2005;4(12):977–987.

 13. Rodrigues G, et al. Simvastatin reduces hepatic 
oxidative stress and endoplasmic reticu-
lum stress in nonalcoholic steatohepatitis 
experimental model. Oxid Med Cell Longev. 
2019;2019:3201873.

 14. Zhang Y, Wang Y-T, Koka S, Zhang Y, Hussain 
T, Li X. Simvastatin improves lysosome func-
tion via enhancing lysosome biogenesis in 
endothelial cells. Front Biosci (Landmark Ed). 
2020;25:283–298.

 15. Aznaouridis K, Masoura C, Vlachopoulos C, 
Tousoulis D. Statins in stroke. Curr Med Chem. 

2019;26(33):6174–6185.
 16. Heart Protection Study Collaborative Group. 

MRC/BHF heart protection study of cholesterol 
lowering with simvastatin in 20,536 high-risk 
individuals: a randomised placebo controlled 
trial. Lancet. 2002;360(9326):7–22.

 17. Cucchiara B, Kasner SE. Use of statins in CNS 
disorders. J Neurol Sci. 2001;187(1-2):81–89.

 18. Saeedi Saravi SS, Saeedi Saravi SS, Arefidoust 
A, Dehpour AR. The beneficial effects of 
HMG-CoA reductase inhibitors in the pro-
cesses of neurodegeneration. Metab Brain Dis. 
2017;32(4):949–965.

 19. Sparks DL, et al. Atorvastatin for the treatment of 
mild to moderate Alzheimer disease: preliminary 
results. Arch Neurol. 2005;62(5):753–757.

 20. Lipitor (atorvastatin calcium). Package label. 
Pfizer; 2009.

 21. Jahani L, Mehrparvar AH, Esmailidehaj M, Rez-
vani ME, Moghbelolhossein B, Razmjooei Z. The 
effect of atorvastatin on preventing noise- 
induced hearing loss: an experimental study.  
Int J Occup Environ Med. 2016;7(1):15–21.

 22. Park JS, Kim SW, Park K, Choung YH, Jou I, Park 
SM. Pravastatin attenuates noise-induced  
cochlear injury in mice. Neuroscience. 
2012;208:123–132.

 23. Richter CP, et al. Fluvastatin protects cochle-
ae from damage by high-level noise. Sci Rep. 
2018;8(1):3033.

 24. Whitlon DS, Grover M, Dunne SF, Richter S, 
Luan CH, Richter CP. Novel high content screen 
detects compounds that promote neurite regen-
eration from cochlear spiral ganglion neurons.  
Sci Rep. 2015;5:15960.

 25. Syka J, Ouda L, Nachtigal P, Solichová D, 
Semecký V. Atorvastatin slows down the dete-
rioration of inner ear function with age in mice. 
Neurosci Lett. 2007;411(2):112–116.

 26. Brand Y, et al. Simvastatin protects auditory hair cells 
from gentamicin-induced toxicity and activates Akt 
signaling in vitro. BMC Neurosci. 2011;12:114.

 27. Gopinath B, Flood VM, Teber E, McMahon 
CM, Mitchell P. Dietary intake of cholesterol 
is positively associated and use of cholester-
ol-lowering medication is negatively associated 
with prevalent age-related hearing loss. J Nutr. 
2011;141(7):1355–1361.

 28. Olzowy B, Canis M, Hempel JM, Mazurek B, 
Suckfüll M. Effect of atorvastatin on progression 
of sensorineural hearing loss and tinnitus in 
the elderly: results of a prospective, random-
ized, double-blind clinical trial. Otol Neurotol. 
2007;28(4):455–458.

 29. Sutbas A, Yetiser S, Satar B, Akcam T, Karahatay 
S, Saglam K. Low-cholesterol diet and antilipid 
therapy in managing tinnitus and hearing loss 
in patients with noise-induced hearing loss and 
hyperlipidemia. Int Tinnitus J. 2007;13(2):143–149.

 30. Hameed MK, Sheikh ZA, Ahmed A, Najam A. 
Atorvastatin in the management of tinnitus 
with hyperlipidemias. J Coll Physicians Surg Pak. 
2014;24(12):927–930.

 31. Fernandez K, et al. Lovastatin protects against 
cisplatin-induced hearing loss in mice. Hear Res. 
2020;389:107905.

 32. Fernandez K, Wafa T, Fitzgerald TS, Cunning-
ham LL. An optimized, clinically relevant mouse 
model of cisplatin-induced ototoxicity. Hear Res. 
2019;375:66–74.

 33. Prayuenyong P, Kasbekar AV, Baguley DM. The 
efficacy of statins as otoprotective agents: a sys-
tematic review. Clin Otolaryngol. 2020;45(1):21–31.

 34. National Cancer Institute DCTD Division of 
Cancer Treatment & Diagnosis. CTEP Cancer 
Therapy Evaluation. Common Terminology 
Criteria for Adverse Events (CTCAE) — Protocol 
Development. 2017. https://ctep.cancer.gov/pro-
tocolDevelopment/electronic_applications/ctc.
htm#ctc_50. Cited December 29, 2019. Accessed 
October 14, 2020. 

35. Theunissen EAR, et al. A new grading system for 
ototoxicity in adults. Ann Otol Rhinol Laryngol. 
2014;123(10):711–8.

 36. Zuur CL, et al. Risk factors of ototoxicity after 
cisplatin-based chemo-irradiation in patients 
with locally advanced head-and-neck cancer: a 
multivariate analysis. Int J Radiat Oncol Biol Phys. 
2007;68(5):1320–1325.

 37. Konrad-Martin D, et al. Applying U.S. national 
guidelines for ototoxicity monitoring in adult 
patients: perspectives on patient populations, 
service gaps, barriers and solutions. Int J Audiol. 
2018;57(sup4):S3–S18.

 38. Schell MJ, et al. Hearing loss in children and 
young adults receiving cisplatin with or with-
out prior cranial irradiation. J Clin Oncol. 
1989;7(6):754–760.

 39. Scobioala S, et al. Impact of radiation tech-
nique, radiation fraction dose, and total 
cisplatin dose on hearing. Strahlenther Onkol. 
2017;193(11):910–920.

 40. Rademaker-Lakhai JM, et al. Relationship 
between cisplatin administration and the 
development of ototoxicity. J Clin Oncol. 
2006;24(6):918–924.

 41. Fleming S, et al. Ototoxicity from cis-platinum in 
patients with stages III and IV previously untreat-
ed squamous cell cancer of the head and neck. 
Am J Clin Oncol. 1985;8(4):302–306.

 42. Prestes R, Daniela G. Impact of tinnitus on 
quality of life, loudness and pitch match, and 
high-frequency audiometry. Int Tinnitus J. 
2009;15(2):134–138.

 43. Bhandare N, et al. Radiation therapy and hear-
ing loss. Int J Radiat Oncol Biol Phys. 2010;76(3 
Suppl):S50–S57.

 44. Theunissen EA, et al. Sensorineural hearing 

and Other Communication Disorders, NIH, Porter Neuroscience 
Research Center, 35A Convent Drive, Room 1D971, Bethesda, 
Maryland 20892-3729, USA. Phone: 301.443.2766; Email: Lisa.
cunningham@nih.gov. NCS’s present address is: Department of 
Otolaryngology — Head and Neck Surgery and Winship Cancer 
Institute, Emory University, Atlanta, Georgia, USA.

does not necessarily represent the official views of the NIH or the 
official policy of the Department of Army/Navy/Air Force, Depart-
ment of Defense, or US government.

Address correspondence to: Lisa L. Cunningham, Laboratory of 
Hearing Biology and Therapeutics, National Institute on Deafness 



The Journal of Clinical Investigation   C L I N I C A L  M E D I C I N E

1 1J Clin Invest. 2021;131(1):e142616 https://doi.org/10.1172/JCI142616

loss in patients with head and neck cancer 
after chemoradiotherapy and radiotherapy: a 
systematic review of the literature. Head Neck. 
2015;37(2):281–292.

 45. Adams SP, Tsang M, Wright JM. Atorvastatin 
for lowering lipids. Cochrane Database Syst Rev. 
2015;(3):CD008226.

 46. Jones P, Kafonek S, Laurora I, Hunninghake D. 
Comparative dose efficacy study of atorvasta-
tin versus simvastatin, pravastatin, lovastatin, 
and fluvastatin in patients with hypercholes-
terolemia (the CURVES study). Am J Cardiol. 
1998;81(5):582–587.

 47. Stone NJ, et al. 2013 ACC/AHA guideline on 
the treatment of blood cholesterol to reduce 
atherosclerotic cardiovascular risk in adults: a 
report of the American College of Cardiology/
American Heart Association Task Force on Prac-
tice Guidelines. J Am Coll Cardiol. 2014;63(25 pt 

B):2889–2934.
 48. Beckwitt CH, Brufsky A, Oltvai ZN, Wells 

A. Statin drugs to reduce breast cancer 
recurrence and mortality. Breast Cancer Res. 
2018;20(1):144.

 49. Jian-Yu E null, Graber JM, Lu SE, Lin Y, Lu-Yao 
G, Tan XL. Effect of metformin and statin use on 
survival in pancreatic cancer patients: a system-
atic literature review and meta-analysis. Curr 
Med Chem. 2018;25(22):2595–2607.

 50.  Lee H, et al. Statin use and its impact on survival 
in pancreatic cancer patients. Medicine (Balti-
more). 2016;95(19):e3607.

 51. Seckl MJ, et al. Multicenter, phase III, random-
ized, double-blind, placebo-controlled trial of 
pravastatin added to first-line standard chemo-
therapy in small-cell lung cancer (LUNGSTAR).  
J Clin Oncol. 2017;35(14):1506–1514.

 52. Ung MH, MacKenzie TA, Onega TL, Amos 

CI, Cheng C. Statins associate with improved 
mortality among patients with certain histo-
logical subtypes of lung cancer. Lung Cancer. 
2018;126:89–96.

 53. Xie W, et al. Statin use and survival outcomes in 
endocrine-related gynecologic cancers: a sys-
tematic review and meta-analysis. Oncotarget. 
2017;8(25):41508–41517.

 54. Lebo NL, Griffiths R, Hall S, Dimitroula-
kos J, Johnson-Obaseki S. Effect of statin 
use on oncologic outcomes in head and 
neck squamous cell carcinoma. Head Neck. 
2018;40(8):1697–1706.

 55. Gupta A, et al. Statin use associated with 
improved overall and cancer specific survival in 
patients with head and neck cancer. Oral Oncol. 
2019;90:54–66.

 56.  Fitzmaurice GM, Laird NM, Ware JH. Applied 
Longitudinal Analysis. John Wiley & Sons; 2012.


